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Slaiernt,nt of ihc Case

I lRIlsIiL lLL:Ilv Ascss ‘F P]opL-I-Iv .,:e’*] :l]LJL Iltc Iiuci IFIPIeII ll.r l;Fx

purposes follows:

I: l.’tlt FE:l: I**’j I:E. - -..I.L- ..ssI..SS’siI N I

S$ 5.7’ $0 Th II.’ $2 2

‘Fi appcal lots been filed niF l,clialf ol lie properly ,otr,cr will’ lIic E;,c 13 o:’tI l,F :qF,;tIt.’siioil tIn

Septetnbc l.20O4.

This malt er was rev ie’ ed h v he Un dcr Lw ccl adrn’nt :0 tiS* C I;, w I ud PU N tnt 1 cii Ic ire

title *nriated 11.C Al ,7--l4l2 2_S.lSQl 1111 7--l cfS 1 rLrL2 WH uindticial LII .priI

h. ;l the David son Coui ty I’ ropc:1 y .sscs’r S 0111cc nese,ti at I lie hu,nn dc Sic aS I-.] title

‘I Ft ] I. he taxpayers who represeFifed the:: selves. A. Dean Lew Ire it F lie Div; on oF A S ts : lenis Or

the Ictr,’. Priijiety Asscssr. Jimmy Can-. Rcsiderviil .p:iraisaI SLL]hflNI.]. Ilavid l,-Oanio;’.

Atlirtr,,sin:ivc SCFvLCCS lticcr told Mr :l,,Lcil Llern L 1II’LICV for Mclr.,oolttati tjCflFI:etL1

L JURISDICtION

liIi,J ott September 2]. 2lIIw tot heftall oldie laxpt> c: ,.ICI1FFc itte Sitic Board

of I .qa:llI/;LEFOIF.

The NLIF1CC of Final DezisioFi trow :iIe Metropolitan Board of E1oi;zauoii sent 1° the

iiixpavcr on August 2,21 MI_I with the IFOFt:

:FIv ililpeal i. ihc- SL:itc flOdrl of E:qUai;.ntFiNF ,FFU1 he bled WIFII_LI 4S
days oft lie date his Li’ ‘cc as sent!

i uosl y. the unti me v I I jag bri n o into questjon whether I he State B< s, ri c FL F L y. ri sU i eF it.’ F F

hear FIFCOC .IIFPtNLs lie :,p ,;:!sshould have beeti rx]i,LFi,rked no l:IIL-I Ll’oi Scrici,,her In.

‘The Tennessee I i F I en of P roper y sses me ii had F-cqucF ed and i’c cj I Fi ated pcm’i ssion to
men er: While not p resen at the boa ring they request c’ I thci r Br] c l he c, ] F:.: ocred it-hen dc ding the
ISSUeS ill dIN GIUSC.

Ft t17 :4I{cl



2004, to ,atist the 45 day requiremelit. they were not.3 Unfortunately Tue LSUe was raised at the first

iiicieatt]t’Ite:’ri’t1

‘eutililig arguond. !ut! jnristl’ct’.:1 exist the admiai’Iritivc ILLdP K c,l the p1010,’ luit titlicitil

economy dictates resolving the issue as to whether the taxpiivers Ituve sustsitee their burden in proving

that they are eat itle4I to the reques Lcd rd eon ill LIe ot’ it -

H. I:INOIM;s Or ‘ii Nt CONClUSIONS OF lAW

Sttt3j ed popery .ansisLs of abi us .37 acx localed in tue Ft It c[ I at 1 Ic twit s of avidson

1t3u:tte A]lhotigls tlt& pio:xrt’ Ft a GrLVr Rtc:id tititIrcs. there tat :tlstsc sitl Inttilstc .-ee no the

propert> i 3> wily ci a isIe ierpctual Iligress and egre eitseIlleItl. I iteci tIlt cite prcrTy Li

Conmnicattotis Facility owned and used by the Metropolitar: iovern]nent. Iste tower ts built ,tt, a 1124

acre site on the roar pefi.n of cite soicjee: --o1’er,> which ieKed to N1etroxIitan iovemmneiit by the

LXI it CL

theiaxpayec. contend iits,t subject ripertyshoilti be vstlietI it s7*ims.t.ttiI rallier ‘ham’ lie values

established by the Meo1xilitan Ucard o Equalization. In supfltirr of their contention they atleuc that they

paid S;niiciOO kir the property, tower on property. propenv drnp.s ot13k.I tee! and ttti;tl,le to uitlize or

hldg,ttgc]. RotsicI olw:,v liaretl vLth ,hcr property turners & s;ttstiie use oilier than rLeht tI wicv.

No road fr,iiucue."

tb st:st ir eociin S tt the pit pefti e are assessed on-eel ly I uct :}lo hi be Si’] I cet I :0 1

]rCs-]ouiy as.esseti Ii> ihetciiity Ht,:’rd tfFwiliz.alituii.

The busts of valuation as :-nitlesl iii I .F..-. * 67-S-b{iF is liar liThe 4IUC OF all ilr.u;K,tv sl’al]

ho ascertainS from the evidence ci its sound. inninsic and i mcnediate value. 1a pmposes of sale bctwcx,n

a willing seller cold ii willi’ighuer wjlltttt:I oursdderationo1speeuLtivc value

5d ho etitracil ltel,!ric. lie taip;c’ s- .l]leec it i a conflict of interest f the Metro .ssesSttr’s

Office IL’ be invol ed in this ease because he lessee i, also a Metro :tcency Thihiic Property

Actni irs is’ r on. Mrs. Minion also contends that Metro is ci, a; inuo tt Ly £ ate it. payl’ LettI on the real but

enlia Co etutiipIiiiil ltste Wi eniecLied the s:tu:ntor. Mrs. i:’i:tit lucilier t,uiel that while the property

tlcr’ve it nic it should pill heeltissifleti cc,i;,tercitcl. who rentsor leases mr l:x’. Me. Mintsu,, slitles

that based on the statute qtted by Judge Norille the propalv should he exenipte4 since the oovenmicitt

tr. Mliii,’’. in hR PIRL licurine ,ihiisscoit. has tnici1 thai lie Lips renicitchers ittiii]in the
documeni Inc V-lb-Ok OLe date of the ntttaH7tioit oF liEs ‘wutilure altho{ti line stir it, slt,,uie,tls to
SLLPP0fl this cuiite,it,un.

is heari I ‘it IS ic result of Orden ftuiiii Judge Forrest N wv ill e and ‘ice current administrative
j utlge graitting the Countys and States request [or Reconsideration from the onginal £t*ial I c’ si*iut and
Order of Jt,I>, . hi{i. The time Finiji nic,s imposed Is> T.’.A. @7-5-l4l2lep are juikdtec’o’tah ;pcitl

be ss.iiyesl by lice i:uilie, iennOp..ctv Ueti. Nit.i2-f2



it and derives the benefit Iron, it lurtl,errnlre under I.C.. §67-5-212 the property In ,a] ptrdy

and exeIus’ciy by rue gnvcniriiciit. As :1w ,sue ofvalue. ,hc prCnerLtILlRlr: the lopa’cr i:iw. that

Let cIfinlie :incI eltL1 wccpt’I ]lt]]l ,rej’’ntl tortlt’s hcanng. ‘he *I ;Ixpavcr hiI,tts uc.Thihil numbers

I t]lm show fiat LhC,O dii Iti I p Enutti ng. ecJ ; I attd ek were used tIne conic latin n how ever, the

ger,rnne issue j the value of the propcrt II January I 2! 05

IJE rcuio;tsctl 11 aIi]t:tcii!N :iltieuI ‘‘viEw l:i],:Le tI’eCi,tJti]v tcp’i’d,: tIm]:

On the ‘ss*tte 0] I-: centpt’o’i: he taxpayers did tier itaike in
application reçuesting I En;]: the property be exempted,5 there was no
ci into’’ tiken at the on i nal bean hg re iard i tig the e ,*c, tip] ‘ott. and
that Judge Norville JILS! emeicli all Order e,c]lL1’]ItL, Lli;LI p.irtJlcl ‘1
tite sufijeci pnlpetly LL.ed ,> Metre Cit the onmnitItric;’ctcxt l,’icer.

lie ‘l’Ltt,iv ‘ittec lint granting the eNeInpIiii w:Lc ticvl,nd lie CiC
of [the Judgesi atilfioritc. urn pltrposc olilic >iriitc, aceorIirtL’ I,!
the County, would he to pro ode I r -rate F :1 xc ic: It: F!ppl ic tE, Fe
here the statute was not applicable. .dcb; ;eitaliv. the Count
ctptilttls thai the owner of the propetty denves a profit from the
lease: he pro,1v is tot "e.’clusively" used br the public benefit.

i2. C ii: [lie ]‘SI]L including tax iLr fl4p: Mr. l,cwi ico,licd
that 201$ w:is a re-appra’ai year and the appeal could ‘tot E.ie
ext ci ale’] to 2 11 S the a’ it, ci would ha c- ie it nhe a ep ante ] it’d
and appreprtaiclv ftled appal here they dL

3EOn the iSSLIC ofcahae ]r ta yc;ir 211r4: lr lctvk ‘taEel iltat
while the ].tFl:tvt:rs ubtnjtted ., nuniter.fpr’pcrticn that the, ;jI]ege
were conipir;ihle In l}te LLTitcc5 the arc several mailIr diflercitces lit:’]
Were K aLldrcscc;l. Mr. I cicis ntattcls by Ilie values froui !ite
Metropolitan Board or Fqualiz.at iott.

,;s previously now]. tire Djvkiett of Property Assessments rot die S:ate of Termessee relied ott

the brief t ] icy had p rev u 1, Iii

In tes;i tbe to We Taxpayer’s arguniel:: 1111 lit: c:.ctF,p.t: sl:iIti iii their prtlpciiv: Arl,cie 2, 2X

of lie dl!ssl it muon a! the Slate of Tennassee provides that alI property real. nersona] or mixed shall be

siltircet ilitNiltiLot. bitt the [eeislati,re m;t’ except - - :.ich as [liLy he held and used for pu rsc.e purely

rc-iLa.LLiLL. c-]i_iI]LiilIc’. scft:::iI:c itrer1irv dir ecIt,c:ilEilit:]l em1hais :tciclcd

lie lcgtslature c.’c-cted ihetrpowcr to granta tax exett:]ihoit by ettae:iTLg cnn. Ci’sle Ann. 67-

5-212 which states at :eievaitt parts:

l Al I E:eit: .nEt;tlI lie ecetItIn] iron, PrONv ::tlI,Il1in the lent
peniotial R]’er]y. or any pan tl,erixi, ‘vnc] by ;ttiv reIt,i.lLj.
clt:tn]3Hc. scienhi lid: or ,:t]rimvtiu’l nitucalional institution whteli is
occupiei ar used by :teli institutton or Us officers pure and
exclusively for enr,yine ota thereupon one or caere of the
rLLrp.’ses tot ivli:cft tile itts:,]iJ!jo, wi’s created or exIsts. ir soi]cl is

ti’c’,]i’ti U on he appeal ;tpnu’e:as’tt had a space liii the taxpayer to c]ick iI’]lte c,c ;‘H’giitg
aFt exeiip’io ii. it iv:!: ILdIt checked

The exemption stattne IC. A. 6T-t-2uu3 Uovcnent Ikoperty dca] with proper vIi I’’ a
go enunaital en]]’. here die property is n 01 ow [[Cd by a govenmiental eat] y. I .si’c* tied En v the
taxpay



occupied and ise&l by another exempt institution pc:ro. and
CNCILISL’ctv for ,ntc It Ct ct:,’re of the puiposcs br wI,LcbL it
croatett or c,i,ts tinnIer itri arrar,ucrnetit where :nctcr [tic owtultg
iirstiILtIit’ru cectlv IrIt Ic!cC Itoh mu, one dollar SlilO per year;
providiL t!.:C. lie tiwilicre instiIulLI,Ir urroy rcc-Ie a rc;no:,crhIc service
slid cEl,,r.relr;,rrec ICC tr iclI t;sc 5’] the l’rtt}erIy. ,,:,tt t’:otidcti
fkarther . -

[1 Ihe nropcrtv ofsuch institution shall cit he exempt if:

Itt The rl pto1lertv of .,n ‘,cI, i,rstiu,uso!t ‘rot s,, used exclusively
c;trn;r.j! oIl! IllerelIttoF ‘‘Me I txsre ,,i suck hui

leased or Irony i so used :1 othor purjxe,. wlretl,cr the income
received here froni be used or one I .1 or more of such purposes or
not, shall not he exempt; hur Wa portion only ofany lot or building o
any Sn ft institution I:, used pure lv and exclusively for carrvmg 0 LI
thereupon one or ni C li such purpos Cl suet, iirst,iutron. ttiett
such It r building shall be so exempt only to the extent of the
valueoFlbe portion so used, and the renuLnhlli’ or other p’’rrport.sli;ilI
be snbjccl is Izxation. emphasis added

We should point otft that to [lit state the eerllptrnrt in fr.or of a
roligious. scienlifte, literan. or educational institution is iiherallv
consunjtl liJ-State ltnpitsr ilo’pital, l,lc’ City of Nahv,lle. 211
lcm 5N* 3 S.W1J III lLr. whc,c;ts there is a psunt’r’r
;goLtt.st ecIItFrtlIt ,r!Iter pr’rte,l from tl,It’ocl l:,r,tcd tic,ner’. Inc.
v.Kjg ,‘‘ S.W.2d 515 i Iei;il. 1955.

ilie ALEI’ci,ristr;ltise Justgc ties! slss, consIder:

It ti’,l:r,r,c!cI:i rule that l prOlleIlv sltill be I;LX and Hcxr its
jui share ,,l tIre coil of ,:.,er,,crrcrLt anti ii,, ]ttI]tCt*i shall
this ‘tIIIIICK,II burden unless it has been dul’ exempted by organic or
statute In - and F tat L’nC c aim jug such exempt iou ts the t in it on
how hg his II tt it 2 Cool cv on Taxation 4t It ?.d sm 672

Ainericacl CIIIJg Y’’. x. .Ftuthln. t Sir lenn. 3 73 37g. 175
SW. Id 535; Arrericitri N:ii. 4 & 1 t,,’t hattr,. v. MacFarland,

.S2 S.’V 2d 44], 14:, 444. Ft.t,.lr]r.tIs

arc le life blood Ill ervil goVCru,rrieIit. ‘lie rlrtill t;is,ctrotl Is
an atjibute ofsovereignis: It ;s i;rhtcrer,t the state. ni,tt es-c’ili;, to
the pezpeluatv of is It;stctu!IoIls: ctrrt.sCquer;I!y lie svl,o utoirlls
cxc lptItl; :lltlst jusliiv Iria elairrt by the otettrear mrt III r,;,r,tc Or
statute law. KI1OXSIIIC & C K. Co. v llama. terin. t,i-t. ‘3.43
SW. IS. I enrt.App. I

! npicattt It’r cxcrrrplit’c &urrr properly tat,or, t.Is the
burden of pro’ing its entitlement to the exemption. Cily ol
Nashville _Sje Board oftqijz. tionjóo S.W.2,t 45S. 461 Fc,ir.
19621 nphasis supplied

In this case rice prot’crlY it, n’ceLJt’it is vlLeant ‘riot ol lar,j ot…icctI by [Ftc, Xitrti..cts .sictec

lcecrttl’cr..F 1Q9. the’ entered a hse afr’erIICLIt with the lctotl,ht,,n ioerr,rrrcrtt ..‘trerllc

Do ts Ito County I I r rIte Grecr Road Radio lower Site tr ueust 9 190 S. Since that time to t1rCCllI I

I itxpayers lflSL’ never lUerl It:, application tor e’emptLon cmi tate they ccrciai’tIct that Ito IrItvec’!v wits

crscclrpt. .> noted itt lie States ‘roe iii tsitcci analyzing Judc Ni,n’iIls<s ItL,F:aI lkersiojr acid order: ‘Ilic

Iintbrtunate]y Judec Norvil Fe is dcjsed and there is tic, icitl,cation n The file as to why Ito Jolt
conipei led to .cua spoil p, grant t ttc ii’ crt:trr cx cmpt ion.



mere fact that the 0.24 acre parcel was Iascd ‘0 a govenanental entity i ‘es no’ i;.!.coJacxo. make the 0.24

exe’,tpl. ‘lie AdnunNtrativc .iii,li’e a:et liv ito, red:nhIt! ilie l;npaer to niee the burden of

prOvLLIO wi’ all ae’nptioe Thould he granted.

R is the opinion tI hi tidni mist at ye j ud :e fiat the L*ij a- pmpen’ is not entitled to an aempi

5101 us [or se em] rsons hi>i. it Es not o ned by an exempt irgitii,zai i.u:. ii nat used pureLy and

iIlllNICS 111111 iLLJtIkI ii 1.5 ]i ellIl:Ci tEl nJly pru_l.lci.lrl 151 nih,’iw, taxes

l,eeausc ITA* 67_5_2ilItfttI rcqu,rc- Lit ‘ii order i.’ Hc ;iF’Le III jirtIr.ite lL’es IKIWCCIT an exempt

entity arid a non cxetiipt enlity a transfer or csI:t’cyance muI he made by sale. Itatso or otherw’sc In this

0ac. It w[.LE:E] be a raILsier I tiCe]i ‘he LLKpUYCN. a ‘IsIIIe.eltipt t;tilv. Ind he Slclrspn]itan

GitI,iJ,i!l. 1111 etiII1It e]I!l- I-slrIlIecilI[,re lie property IIUS1 used cclii,seI ‘or pILlille. eoilrllv

taunicipal pti,pcse there Ito [,I*iEUt* iii the record iii SUOp,Ir1 this esIlliCIltiolL -‘[]Lt1risEIIrnIv, nen if ihr a

far feichal remote argument *0d asuitie dmt it’s use rn a phone t*w C’ L all e.eJItpt Use t!te Mintons’

leeeive ‘tore tItan St oti a e.Ir Ot Rail, as noted in tlie:r IcattLuolT’ :Lttd I’ll tlieirappeal k’r Ehicy

rece;vc ‘1.21111.00 per yfIr tmrt, ‘lie ‘u’tllll]ctIi 11w the use of 1k- tower. *[lic- IlixpaveN Li:] 0 Carry

their hunk:; to prove 1:1ev are entitk :eltct On this issue.

.‘e to the issileot ‘tluding the tax 2005 with tItt appeal: ti, the l’1iElllLltL or d1c adlltIrllstrai,’-C

lodge Mr I cc’s 5 collect :11115. itlt ihic- reappraisal st pr,’pcy eLIllie. iie ,ilucs wIth a new NItLec

of .-ppranaI. Fctcsiticrio,, md AssetncnI with new rcsp’tt,iljltie, tr,:lIleIflhi,t tile ‘due if the

taxpayer n chonsel Host es Cr, based on a nrnhahle a uTlel that the Taxpayers relied on the Order of

Judge Non-ifle .:

and did UOI ‘eek stiliutsr’ reIttetIjes tiw LI ce:lI 11115 die ta’;’;l>e]’1 lt:ise II"!

their hurslcti and are ‘tot e:;ttile&t to Ittici

As I the issue of Vat u e or he cub! ect property Si tee lie tax payers Ire appealing from the

detomlinac ion cit’ the Davitbon County Beard of I on Ii ‘at nu. they have lie hurd Cli ut p11 1 Six StaLe

Bord lit i*4unhLzatiuilt Ruk- iPbili.] -.1111 .1iid Big fOi.’-* ,‘!ul,,u iinxfslIrty V. IjutiLiiu 0o,,

Ruin!. s,:l S. ‘V 24] 515 cnn-App. ‘9-si

tennessee C_ode .uinotated OV-5.bUia pnIvtdcs In relevant thuit ‘jijhe stuic of a-Il

property shall l’e tiseert:riel front lw evidence of Is sound. lIti-ilisic aud immediate value. ‘or

purposes *‘t sale Iietcct: a wilhiuu aclLcr and a wIlIlne huet williululi *,‘tt’i,ls’uiutluirt u’i 5JX’CLLittLSs’

vd es

lie hearing was held on March 24. 21105 and - Iniutal Derision and Order was entered on July
‘UI .s by that date the time had passed [or the l’aspaver to resjutrst a hearing hetcsre the Mctrop’Iilaii

lkard ot Equal Lzation June I 2015 to address the K15 Ia! Year. lliey ovid ha e to have tiled with the
State Board llqunlizaliui’ h> September N. 2oIi and LIve :1 lk-irliig iiuJo,idietjon.



cc having reviewed all the e’ II iatcc it this cn.e: the adminis I :0 ye judge finds that the

taper’ hive not sustined their flLLrdeF] :i:sl lint sul’icct pri’pefly should rnaiti at the previously

assessed value

ith respect to the tic ci. Hi to a I uc. lie adnittia rat i ye judge finds that the Taxpayers

simply introduced insufile icit evidence to a tlir,isa i ye i y cstah ‘di the toarkel Va itte of subject properly ‘s

20111. IFte reLei:mL ‘sscittenI I,te sI,rs,L,IIIr 1cm,. ode Ann_

Ihe ali,,,,,ktr;tjvc iiidyc ‘mis iI:a rather than as-cI,icitu.
comparable eomparabLe must be adjusted. As explliIi…xt by
the Assessment Appeals Commission in Elf. Aisseii. Jr. [Shelby
County. lix Yews 199! and I ¾2 as follows:

‘Ike hesi evidence si the present value o a rustdcittial propel lv
gettcr:tl, soles iii pr pcrte coni, ralile to the sttbect. o’rc:p.ir;ihlc LIL
tHluj us e[evLlni to value. Perfect companbility is sot required,
but releVant dilfereaces should be explained and accountS for by
reasonable adjustments. If evidence of a sue is presented witt,oul
the requæt] analysis of cornpa’abilily. it is difficj’ or ii’ipessiNc for
us to use the iile as an inilicalor of value, . . Final DisbioL and
Order 2. eniphasi supplied

In -ari.tlyziit the LIreuliteills of tF:e T;ispayers the LL5]:,t:n,i:Lltve mide ‘‘ins ItIo to tile

appLJeaile ata] ac-’ptible sLurdards in thin tdusirv witcit eo’tlpartng lie sales ot sissrlnr pturllus.

The admimstrdtt’ e ] udgc tittds that the procedure normally utilized in thu sales contpartsl.trt

ii1FIo,LelI lu’s Ficeit surit,,etrizcd iii oncautlxntative text as follows:

1 *o apply t he sal us co,npari,n iproach, all appra scr lows a s Ic, not is p nc edu re.

I . Research the e F ‘DVi i live market for inlon Flat Ott On so cs
frmlsact Lens. [is titt gs ant] o I *I *5 to smhase or Sc I two Vi
properties that are sjtatlas to the suheci property in tenhls of

sLiell as property type, date IFf sale, sj,.e, physical
LXFFLdit,OFF l,catI!FtI, md land useconstrainte I ite {F;L[ IS I’ IIFFF[ a

set iii etFILFpar:Lblc stiles ;,s similar ;ts p’’ihLe to the t.uhjee
Pt IF V.

. crLl F ‘‘is jrMoraiiation by confirming diat the data ained is
factually accurate and that the tratksactiotts F etlect ami eFFgth,
iimrkct coits iderations. Verification may e cit Kid F snal
irift.ntumFn about the market.

3. SeleeL rdcsj,tt Lillits Ffeonlpanson e.g.. prtce per acre, price per
sit oars ftFOI, price per front foot and deveLo1, a comparative
au:tIvsts for eiLeh tarot. The goal here ‘so detLcle and ttletitttv a
unit oleottipanson that explains niarket behavior.

4. look LiFE difthrences between the compamble sale properues arid
the siIjvt property using the elements of comparison. FFien
a dj...’r the price of em-h sale property to reflect how it d,i/frrx
fran the uhject prope’ or ethnlnoie lisa: property as a
comparable. I IFFS siep typically insFives using :PLC FlIFst

eonp:trahle sale prl’pc’:LFe timid then adjusting for any reruainiitg
differences. Reconcile the v,irtLiu., value tttdtct,tti,tm predtjcem]
thiFli lie analysts of coinparables InFo a slrrt!le value tndieai:on or
a t:,iue FF1 s’al,ies. [Enphasis suppliedj :1F:F r;’.isal ]F,sutu!e. IIFF
:r;..t.rfl?J.,! i/Real Ester’ at 422 I nuli ol. 2’ll i. . ltn/l,’a IL

.‘< k1e//ra lSFLcLt ,LFunty._SiJIti

III ORDER

Its tlteret1sr I RhERI I that tlte ,iluesand KsesFtiel,:s bendoptod :‘r i’’ *vcar .10,14



FURTHER ORDERED that a t’;sp]ibIe hirin ests he asssuI pursuant to’ m. Code

Ann. ,T 5.l5t}ltlt and S lie Board liii i:;. i]ij.iliotl RuleOt1ltd_.L7.

I,, ]ie *rtIl,rlr. *‘ll]]ll’t’t’I’e F’t.s-e,lnrc. Act, len’,. U,]e ..LttI. 4_5_tll_

3’S Temi. Code Aim. 6->-l l I and the Rtiles of Contested Case Procedux of he Staic Board ci

Equalization, the parties are ad ised of the bllc’wing re’i:edes:

.. pnrly ‘n;,v appeal ,iLcLcll:t and order it, the .sLsstne:tt .JtJoLL titi’,tssIoIt

pursuant 1c:’’i ‘tide .:o’. t7->.l Rule tl,itti-I-.: f the Cutntcskd ease

Procedur cit tim State Hoard of Equalization. Tcnnesscc L ode Aitr.utated 67-5-

15011e p. ides titiut alt il1,eaE "utust be tiled ‘,*ithiui thin. 30 dan from he date

the InitisI dceisinn is sent’ Rule ltillIt.j-J2 ol the lnteI-t ,s,: P’’’cel,’rc otthe

State Hoardot Equak’;ttun j’rovid that thcapptI he IIed with tile iseeti:rc Sorctacy

of the Slate Board and hat the appI ideittir, he allegedly enotleous findingts of

fact and or concli,siOn} f law in the initial order’ or

2. A may petition ‘r ru,nsith,ation of has ]LCLSLILL mid order pL’rLlltl to Tern’.

Code Ann. 4-5-llvwidttn !ittectl IS da’ ttTue entry ltl]ei’iate-r. nm paut]oul tot

reeo’ls]clers!,o’l ‘lutist state e specific uJv.Jni iJpllrt tItieh relict’s ret1uesa,e Ilie t111n5!

ILL pefl non or rtuc1tr’s,cter;’ti1,i’ is not a praalwLte [or sceklr’e ;,ilrttuttt>tn,Iive orrutliciat

review: or

3. A party may pet t ott bar a slay if et1&tiveitas ci this d e is . a ixi onlci put u4tt I to

Tern,. Cc4c Ann 4> 31, within seven t .t ,l,o otthc eotn .,t Ni e.’]c ICC.

I I:i .‘,iler does aol hccontc final until an cutteiaI ee,:l*,’le k ustied , tite Asttietui *‘ppetls

:ntntfl,scL,’,t Otcial centlIeates isenorma]h- usued seventv-tieL7$ LIa’ atlerthe

entry EtFeinilial uIeetsi&lru a’!ii orde,-ifnopanv ha appenici.

I lll<I totttlu,ti:c 4tlay Ll[rE.L.2OO,.
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